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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Objections 

1 . Claim 14 is objected to because of the following informalities: The word "printers' 
varnish" should read "printer's varnish. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

2. Claim 18 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. The word "different" is indefinite since there can be any number of features that 
can be interepreted as "different." 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this countr) , more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

2. Claims 1-4, 8, and 18-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Renner (5,727,687). 

In reference to Claim 1 

Renner discloses a blister strip for use in a fluid or powder inhaler (package for 
pharmaceutical articles, column 2 lines 31-35), and including a plurality of blisters, each 
formed by a reservoir (where element 10 sits) including an opening (where element 10 is 
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exposed in Figure 4) that is sealed in leaktight manner by a tearable layer (15) the blister 
strip being characterized in that it comprises at least a base layer (12) that is provided 
with openings forming the openings of the blisters, and a cavity layer (11) that is 
provided with cavities forming the blister walls, said tearable layer comprising a first 
tearable-layer portion (15) that is disposed between said base layer and said cavity layer, 
and a second tearable-layer portion (14) that is disposed on the opposite side of said base 
layer, said first and second tearable-layer portions being connected together at each 
opening of the base portion (see Figure 2-3). 

In reference to Claim 2 

Rentier discloses that the first and second tcarablc-layer portions are made from 
the same material (column 2, lines 45-51). 

In reference to Claim 3 

Renner discloses that the first and second tearable-layer portions are connected 
together as a single part in each opening of the base layer (sec figure 2). 

In reference to Claim 4 

Renner discloses that the single-part connection is made by fusing material (since 
the tearable layer 15 is an adhesive foil, the fusing material is the adhesive, column 4 
lines 5-10). 

In reference to Claim 8 

Renner discloses that the base layer comprises polyester (column 4 lines 42-50). 

In reference to Claim 18 
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Renner discloses all of the elements of the claimed invention including that the 
adherence of the tearable layer to the base layer between the openings is different from 
the adherence in the proximity of said openings (see Figure 1-3, the layers 15 and 14 are 
adhered differently to layer 12 within the proximity of the opening in figure 2 and figure 
3 such that layer 12 is adhered around its perimeter rather than through the hole). 
In reference to Claim 19 

Renner discloses all of the elements of the claimed invention including that the 
blisters container a pharmaceutical powder (Renner discloses that pharmaceutical 
products can be contained column 2 lines 31-35). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 5 and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Renner. 
In reference to Claim 5 

Renner discloses most of the elements of the claimed invention except that the 
tearable layer comprises polyethylene. However Renner does teach that the tearable 
layers can be made from plastic material, which is a type of polymer. Therefore it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify 
Renner's invention so that another material is substituted instead of plastic, Such as 
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polyethylene. The motivation would have been simply a substitution of a material by 
choice. 
In reference to Claim 10 

Renner discloses most of the elements of the claimed invention except that the 
cavity layer comprises polyethylene and/or polypropylene. However Renner does teach 
that the cavity layer can be made from plastic material, which is a type of polymer. 
Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Renner 's invention so that another material is substituted instead of 
plastic, Such as polyethylene. The motivation would have been simply a substitution of a 
material by choice. 

5. Claims 6, 7, 9, and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Renner in view of Kallstrand et al. (Kallstrand 5,533,505). 
In reference to Claim 6 

The modified Renner in view of claim 5 has most of the elements of the claimed 

invention except that the first and second tearable-layer portions are constituted by a 

continuous film. 

However, Kancsar does teach that film like materials such as the tearable layers 
(6, folded upon itself to make 2 layers, see Figure 3A-3C). 
Both references teach blister packages. Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify the modified Renner so that the tearable 
layers are constitued by a continuous film, as disclosed by Kallstrand. The motivation would 
have been to allow for better opening of the reservoir area for dispensing. 
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In reference to Claim 7 

Renner discloses most of the elements of the claimed invention except that the 

first and second tearable-layer portions comprises a film having thickness that is less than 

100 um, advantageously lying in the range 10 um to 40 um, and preferably equal to 30 

Jim. 

However Kallstrand does teach that the strip (6) can have different thickness of 
layers where one layer can be 45 um and another layer can be 25 um thick. 

Both references teach blister packages. Therefore Kallstrand reference a range encompassing a 

somewhat narrower claimed range is sufficient to establish a prima facie case of obviousness." 

In re Peterson, 315 F.3d 1325, 1330, 65 USPQ2d 1379, 1382-83 (Fed. Cir. 2003). 

in reference to Claim 9 

Renner discloses most of the elements of the claimed invention except that the 
base layer (6) comprises a film having thickness that is less than 1 00 um, advantageously 
lying in the range 40 um to 60 um, and preferably equal to 50 um. 

However Kallstrand does teach that the strip (6) can have different thickness of 
layers where one layer can be 45 um and another layer can be 25 um thick. 

Therefore Kallstrand reference a range encompassing a somewhat narrower claimed range is 

sufficient to establish a prima facie case of obviousness." In re Peterson, 315 F.3d 1325, 1330, 

65 USPQ2d 1379, 1382-83 (Fed. Cir. 2003). 

In reference to Claim 12 
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Renner discloses most of the elements of the claimed invention except that the 
first aluminum layer has thickness that is less than 50 um, advantageously lying in the 
range 10 um to 30 um, and preferably equal to 20 um. 

However Kallstrand does teach that the strip (6) can have different thickness of 
layers where one layer can be 45 um and another layer can be 25 um thick. 
Therefore Kallstrand reference a range encompassing a somewhat narrower claimed range is 
sufficient to establish a prima facie case of obviousness." In re Peterson, 315 F.3d 1325, 1330, 
65 USPQ2d 1379, 1382-83 (Fed. Cir. 2003). 

6. Claims 11, 13, 15, and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Renner in view of Navarini et al. (Navarini 6,056,141). 

In reference to Claim 1 1 

Renner discloses most of the elements of the claimed invention except that the 
tearble layer further includes a first aluminum layer that is fastened to said second 
tearble-layer portion. However Renner does teach that aluminum can be used as a layer 
(column 1 lines 7-23). It is also known in the art to use multiple layers for sealing a 
reservoir (Navarini Figure 5A-5E). Both references teach a blister package. Therefore it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
modify Renner' s invention so that an additional layer is added to the second tearable- 
layer, as taught by Navarini. The motivation would have been to further reinforce the 
second tearable-layer. 

In reference to Claim 13 
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Renner disclose most of the elements of the claimed invention except that a 
polyester layer and an adhesive layer are disposed between said second tearable layer 
portion and said first aluminum layer. 
However Renner does teach that polyester can be used as a material for a layer (column 4 lines 
42-50). It is also known in the art to use multiple layers for sealing a reservoir (Navarini Figure 
5A-5E). Both references teach a blister package. Therefore it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify Renner's invention so that two 
additional layers are added to the second tearable-layer, as taught by Navarini. The motivation 
would have been to further reinforce the second tearable-layer as well as the resevoir. 
In reference to Claim 15 

Renner discloses most of the elements of the claimed invention except that the 
cavity layer further includes a second aluminum layer. 

However Renner does teach that aluminum can be used as a layer (column 1 lines 
7-23). It is also known in the art to use multiple layers for sealing a reservoir or to 
reinforce it (Navarini Figure 5A-5E). Both references teach a blister package. Therefore it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
modify Renner's invention so that an additional layer is added to the cavity layer, as 
taught by Navarini. The motivation would have been to further reinforce the cavity layer. 
In reference to Claim 16 

Renner discloses most of the elements of the claimed invention except that a 
polyester layer and an adhesive layer are disposed between said cavity layer and said 
second aluminum layer. 
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However Renner does teach that polyester can be used as a material for a layer 
(column 4 lines 42-50) as well as adhesive layer for adhering layers. It is also known in 
the art to use multiple layers for sealing / reinforcing a reservoir (Navarini Figure 5 A- 
5E). Both references teach a blister package. Therefore it would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify Renner' s invention so 
that two additional layers are added to the between the cavity layer and the second 
aluminum layer, as taught by Navarini. The motivation would have been to further 
reinforce the resevoir. 

7. Claim 14 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Renner in view of 
Lippert (4,938,414). 
In reference to Claim 14 

Renner discloses most of the features of the claimed invention except a layer 
formed by a printers' varnish. However Renner does teach that an information provider 
can be printed on the cover foil. 

Lippert teaches that printer's varnish maybe applied to the face of sheets (column 
5 lines 8-22). 

Both references teach a container where indicia can be applied for aesthetic purposes. Therefore 
it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
modify Renner' s invention so that a printer's varnish maybe applied, as taught by Lippert. The 
motivation would have been for decorative purposes. 
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8. Claim 17 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Renner in view of 
Navarini and further in view of Lippert 

In reference to Claim 17 

Renner discloses most of the elements of the claimed invention except that the 
cavity layer includes a second outer layer, preferably formed by a protective layer or by a 
layer of varnish, preferably interposed with an adhesive layer. 

However Navarini discloses that multiple layers of material can be used to 
reinforce / support the reservoir. 

Lippert teaches that printer's varnish maybe applied to the face of sheets (column 
5 lines 8-22). 

All references teach a means for employing layers of material. Therefore it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify Renner 's 
invention so that multiple layers are added (as taught by Navarini) including an adhesive layer, 
(as taught by Renner) and a printer's varnish (as taught by Lippert). The motivation would have 
been for reinforcing the reservoir. 

9. Claim 20 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kallstrand in 
view of Renner. 

In reference to Claim 20 

Kallstrand teaches a disposable inhaler with blister/compartments for dispensing 
powder (Abstract). 

Renner teaches all of the features of claim 1, refer to rejection of claim 1 . 
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Both references teach a package for pharmaceutical articles. Therefore it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify Killstand's 
invention so that the blister packages are substituted with the features of Renner's invention. The 
motivation would have been to use a different type of dispensing packing for easier dispensing. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to KING M. CHU whose telephone number is (571)270-7428. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday BAM - 5PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Mickey Yu can be reached on (5 17)272-4562. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Jacob K. Ackun Jr./ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3728 
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